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Role of U.5,
Is Assailed

Fulbright Criticism .
Rekindles Dispute -
Over Intervention

By John M. Goshko
Washington Post Staff Writer

Sen. J. William Fulbright
(D-Ark.) yesterday attacked
the United States interven-
tion in the Dominican Re-!

"cause of his prestige and in-

1y by over-timidity and sub-
‘sequently by over-reaction.’
Fulbright, chairman of ‘the

Benate Foreign Rclations Com- |

:mittee, charged that the U.S.
‘action was the result of “faulty
;advzce given to the President
by his. represcniatives in the
Dominican chubhc at the
time of acute crisis.’

"~ Speaking for n\)me than an
hour on the Senate {loor, Ful-
[ bright delivered the most far-
reachmg and . scathing criti
'cxsm of the  Dominican inter-
:vention that has been utiered
by a U.S. official to date. Be-

fluence, the speech is certain
to rekindle the controversy
.that broke out last April when
‘President Johnson ordered

‘lsome 24,000 U.S. troops intoj

ithe midst of the Dominican
revolution.

Parallel Drawn’

Fulbright drew a parallel
hetween the Dominican inter-

“We are currently fighting
a war in Viet-Nam, largely, we
are told, because it would be
a disaster if the United States
failed to honor its word and its
commitment. I do not see why
it is any less a matter of vital

explicit treaty obligatlon in the

. . . |Committee
public as a -“grievous mis-;

take” characterized “initial- |:

jvention and the U.S. commit.
;ment to Viet-Nam, saying: E

WASHINGION

He was referring to the
of American
| States Charter, which explicit-

B@H’Mmﬁ@&ﬂ lly forbids OAS members to

intervene in the internal af-
fairs of any American republic.
Pointing to Latin American
fears that the United States is

" |obsessed with fear of commu-
inism, he cited the Defense De-
i partment’s preoccupation with

counterinsurgency projects
such as the controversial Pro-
ject Camelot. These studies,
Fulbright said,
scientific but benecath their
almost unbelievably opaque
language lies an unmistakable]|.
military and rcactlonary bias.”

Tcstxmony Taken

Tulbright said he had
reached his coneclusions about
the Dominican situation after
listening .to the testimony
taken by the Foreign Relations
in a series of
closed hearings during July.

Charging the - Administra-

1tion with “a lack of candor,”
»jithe Senator said, “The danger

1to American lives was more
the pretext than a reason for
the massive U.S, intervention.”

The real reason, he asserted,
was the Administration'’s fear
of a Communist takeover — a
fear based on “oxaggerated
estimates’ of Communist in-|
fluence “in the rebel move-
ment.” .

These “exaggerated esti-
mates,” Fulbright said, were
the fault of W. Tapley Ben-
nett; | U.S, . Ambassador - in,

!

interest to honor a clear and| .

Americag,y o:4"
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“claim .to be|,

STATINTL

Domingo,
U.S. officials on the scenc.y
He charged that during tho'i’lm {Dominican Revolution-

Santo and otheyr

early days of the revolution
last April, they sent Washmg
ton reports based on mis-
judgment of the facts, inade-
quate evidence and, false in-
formation.

“It is not at all difficult lo

of such faulty advice, the Pres-
JJdent made the decisions that
he made,” Fulbright said.

Because of this, he chavged,
:the United States lost the op-
portunity to channel the
‘course of the revolution to-
iward an immediate restoralion
of Dominican democracy. As a
result, he said, the United
States both alienated mass
opinion in Latin America and
placed itself in the position
‘of abetting right-wing, milita-
ristic forces in the Dominican
Republic,

“It cannot be said wnh as-
surance that the United States
could have changed the course
of events by acting different-
1y,” he asserted. “What can be
said with assurance is that
the United States did not take
advantage of several oppor-
tunities in which it might have
changed the course of events.

“The reason appcars to. be
that, very close to the bcgm-

ining of the revolution, U.S,
1policy makers decided that it
should not be’allowed to suc-
cecd. This decision scems to
me to have been based on ex-
aggerated cstimates of Com-
‘munist influence in the rehel
imovement and.on distaste for
sihe return to power of Juan

’Bosch (fm nmer Domlmcan p1 CS- 1

wnb-‘u . ".‘.' ur'—‘

understand why, on the basisiUS

ddent) or a government con-gf

«rolled by Bosch's party, the

avy Party). »

This hostility . toward the]
rebels, he said, scemed based,
partly on the official U.S. view~
that Bosch had been an incom-:
petent president hefore he was.
deposed by a military coup in
1963. lven move, lie added,
diploraats and officials,
appeared Lo be motivated by-
fears that they might be held'
rcsponsmle {or “another Cuba"
in Santo Dommm

In summarizing his views on,
what happened in Washington:
and Santo Domingo during:
late April and early May, the;
Senator made scven specifie
points.

(1) The United States mter—
vened “not to save American
lives, as was then contended,
but to prevent the victory of
a revolutionary movement
which was judged to be Com-
munist-dominated.”

(2) Although there is no
doubt that, Communists joined
the Dominican rebels, the evi-}
dence offered the Foreign Re-
lations Committee by the Ad-
ministration does not support
“the assertion that the rebels|’
were Communist-dominated or
certain to hecome so .. "

) “The United States let
pass its bhest opportunities to
influence the course of
cvents.” 'These occurred on
April 25, when the PRD re-
quested-a United States pres-
ence, and on April 27, when
the rebels, believing them-'
selves dcfeated Icques;cd U.s.:
mediation for a ncgotmted set.:
tlement, P
]‘ulbnght smd thc mst‘rc-_

i

i

Continue&

CIA-RDP75-00149R000200920065-1



D SEP 16 1965 .

1Bosch’s ouster) and April, 1965,

Jlution in Santo Domingo and

EgE

‘quest” apparently was’ rejected
‘because of Johnson Adminis-
Ttlatlon hostility toward Bosch
.and the PRD and the second
‘because “Ambassador Bennett
and the U.S. Government an-
ticipated and desired a victory
of the anti-rebel forces.”

(4) U.S. policy toward the
Dominican Republic shifted
markedly to the right between
September, 1963 (the date of

“Thus the TUnited States
turned its back on social revo-

associated itself with a corrupt
and reactionary military ~oli-
garchy.”

" {B) “U.S. policy was marrcd
‘by a lack of candor and by
‘misinformation.” Ii. this re-’
.spect, Fulbright recalled that
Mr. Johnson asscrted on June
A7 ihat “some 1500 innocent,
‘people were murdered and’
&hot, and their heads cut off.”;
Jhere is, Tulbright said,- no
ev1dcnce to support this statg
'mont

| (6) “Responsibility for tl\e
f‘uluxe of American policy lms

. pnmarxly with those who ag-'

Wised the President”—who in
‘the critical early days sent re-
iports exaggerating -the Com-
.mumst danger and who then
irecommended mxhtary inter-

|ventlon

(7)) The fear of *“another
'("uha” in the Caribbean and
its *possible effects on the ca-’
reers of, those who might be
held responsible” seems to.
‘have heen “the most 1mportant'
smgle factor in distorting the
judgment of otherwise sen-
sible and competent men,” .

Aftcr he fn;xshed. speakmg,

G e e

Fulbright was. challenged
sharply by the Assistant
Democratic Leader, Sen. Rus-
sell B. Long of Louisiana, and
by Sen. George "A. Smathers
(D-Fla.).

Long disputed Fulbright's
contention that the United
States will jeopardize its
standing in Latin America if
it opposes any radical reform
movement because it might
have Conmununist support. So
long as there is a hint or a
possible Communist takcover,
Long asserted, the Umtedr
States must move against it.

Smathers agreed, saying:
“What's wrong with trying to
save a country from com-
muaism? ‘What we ought to bei
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doing is applauding the Presie;
dent as, thank God, 85 per!
cent of the American people
have done.”

At the White House, Presi-:
dential Press Secretary Bill'
D. Moyers said he had talked
to a number of officials “who

simply do not believe that the -

Senator’s views are justified.”
Fulbright, Moyers added,
seemed to be expressing his
personal opinions and was not
speaking for the Forexgn Rf;

lations Committee, . "
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